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Disposition of Ciaims 

4) £3 Claim(s) 17-33 and 36-38 is/are pending in the application. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.1 14, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.1 14, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 7(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 21 
August 2006 has been entered. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 19 October 2006 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

The applicant alleges that the Supplemental Declaration filed 21 August 2006 
under 37 CFR 1 .131 is sufficient to establish diligence. The Supplemental Declaration 
has been considered but is ineffective to overcome the Ryan et al. reference. 
According to Bey v. Kollonitsch, 866 F.2d 1024, 231 USPQ 967 (Fed. Cir. 1986), if the 
attorney has a reasonable backlog of unrelated cases which he takes up in 
chronological order and carries out expeditiously, that is sufficient to establish 
reasonable diligence of the attorney. The declaration does not establish that the 
backlog of applications were taken up diligently and in chronological order, therefore 
there is insufficient evidence to establish reasonable diligence. 
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The Applicant argues that Ryan et al. does not teach all of the limitations of 

i 

independent claim 17. However Ryan et al. discloses (in columns 2 and 3 lines 42-17) 
a method of transferring articles in and out of a processing chamber using a load lock 
chamber with an article supporting surface that is sealed inside and when moved 
between chambers a ring valve is used that is the cover and seal of the claimed load 
lock chamber. Thus in this selection, all limitations as broadly recited in claim 17 are 
found. The Applicant further argues that Ryan et al. does not teach all of the limitations 
of dependant claims 19 and 24 and independent claims 26 and 36-38. In column 1 1 
lines 29-45 and Figure 9B Ryan et al. shows the features of the claims - the wafers are 
moved substantially 180 degrees toward then away from each other when transferring 
between chambers, whose movement may be considered lateral when viewing Figure 
9B. Thus Ryan et al. meets the limitations of claims 19, 24, 26 and 36-38 at least as 
broadly described by the claims. 

i 

In addition, the Applicant argues that Ryan et al. does not meet the limitations of 
independent claim 30. However, Figures 12 and 13 in addition with column 14 et seq. 
clarify that more that while one wafer is in the load lock chamber, the other is being 

processed, then removed, and so forth as claimed in claim 30. 

/ 

The Applicant further argues that Ryan et al. in view of Nishida et al. does not 
teach the limitations of dependant claims 20-23, 27-29 and 31-32 because of the 
reasons set forth and discussed above. In addition, the applicant argues that Ryan et 
al. in view of Nishida et al. does not teach the limitations of independent claim 33 
because the combination does not teach wedge shaped pieces of a dome. Figure 5 of 
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Nishida et al. shows substrates 48 on a dome 50 arranged so that each row of 
substrates makes up a wedge shaped piece of the dome. Thus, Ryan et al. in view of 
Nishida et al. meet the recitations of claim 33 at least as broadly recited in the claim. 

Because the arguments filed 19 /October 2006 were not found convincing, the 
rejections of the previous office action are maintained and repeated here in their 
entirety. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was .described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 17-19, 24-26, 30, and 36-38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Ryan et al. (US 6,429,139 B1). 

Ryan teaches the limitations of using the load lock chamber in the claimed 
manner (column 2, line 42 to column 3, line 17). The claimed limitations of moving the 
substrates simultaneously in a manner in which the wafers are brought closer together 
then rotated 1 80 degrees is taught (column 1 1 , lines 29-45). All other limitations are 
taught within these cited paragraphs or are taught in the claims section. 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/621 ,700 Page 5 

Art Unit: 1762 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 20-23, 27-29, and 31-33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Ryan et al. (US 6,429,139 B1), as applied to claims above, and 
further in view of Nishida et al. (US 4,226,208). 

Ryan teaches the limitations above, but is silent to using a carrier dome. 
However, Nishida teaches that using a carrier dome allows for coating multiple wafers 
simultaneously (abstract). Therefore, it would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to use a carrier dome in 
the process taught by Ryan. By doing so, multiple wafers may be coated 

i 

simultaneously. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 

i 

examiner should be directed to Kelly Stouffer whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
2668. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday 7:00-5:30. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 

i 

supervisor, Timothy Meeks can be reached on (571) 272-1423. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Kelly Stouffer 
Examiner 
Art Unit 1762 
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